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while driving, for traffic signs that no-
tify drivers about the distracted driv-
ing law of the State, or for law enforce-
ment costs related to the enforcement 
of the distracted driving law; 

(2) Not more than 50 percent of the 
grant funds awarded under this section 
may be used for any eligible project or 
activity under 23 U.S.C. 402. 

§ 1200.25 Motorcyclist safety grants. 

(a) Purpose. This section establishes 
criteria, in accordance with 23 U.S.C. 
405(b), for awarding grants to States 
that adopt and implement effective 
programs to reduce the number of sin-
gle-vehicle and multiple-vehicle crash-
es involving motorcyclists. 

(b) Definitions. As used in this sec-
tion— 

Impaired means alcohol-impaired or 
drug-impaired as defined by State law, 
provided that the State’s legal alcohol- 
impairment level does not exceed .08 
BAC. 

Motorcycle means a motor vehicle 
with motive power having a seat or 
saddle for the use of the rider and de-
signed to travel on not more than three 
wheels in contact with the ground. 

Motorcyclist awareness means indi-
vidual or collective awareness of the 
presence of motorcycles on or near 
roadways and of safe driving practices 
that avoid injury to motorcyclists. 

Motorcyclist awareness program means 
an informational or public awareness 
or education program designed to en-
hance motorcyclist awareness that is 
developed by or in coordination with 
the designated State authority having 
jurisdiction over motorcyclist safety 
issues, which may include the State 
motorcycle safety administrator or a 
motorcycle advisory council appointed 
by the Governor of the State. 

Motorcyclist safety training or Motor-
cycle rider training means a formal pro-
gram of instruction that is approved 
for use in a State by the designated 
State authority having jurisdiction 
over motorcyclist safety issues, which 
may include the State motorcycle safe-
ty administrator or a motorcycle advi-
sory council appointed by the governor 
of the State. 

State means any of the 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico. 

(c) Eligibility. The 50 States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia and Puerto Rico are 
eligible to apply for a motorcyclist 
safety grant. 

(d) Qualification criteria. To qualify 
for a motorcyclist safety grant in a fis-
cal year, a State shall submit an exe-
cuted Part 5 of Appendix D, signed by 
the Governor’s Representative for 
Highway Safety, and submit docu-
mentation demonstrating compliance 
with at least two of the criteria in 
paragraphs (e) through (j) of this sec-
tion. 

(e) Motorcycle rider training course. (1) 
To satisfy this criterion, a State shall 
have an effective motorcycle rider 
training course that is offered through-
out the State and that provides a for-
mal program of instruction in accident 
avoidance and other safety-oriented 
operational skills to motorcyclists. 
The program shall— 

(i) Use a training curriculum that— 
(A) Is approved by the designated 

State authority having jurisdiction 
over motorcyclist safety issues; 

(B) Includes a formal program of in-
struction in crash avoidance and other 
safety-oriented operational skills for 
both in-class and on-the-motorcycle 
training to motorcyclists; and 

(C) May include innovative training 
opportunities to meet unique regional 
needs; 

(ii) Offer at least one motorcycle 
rider training course either— 

(A) In a majority of the State’s coun-
ties or political subdivisions; or 

(B) In counties or political subdivi-
sions that account for a majority of 
the State’s registered motorcycles; 

(iii) Use motorcycle rider training in-
structors to teach the curriculum who 
are certified by the designated State 
authority having jurisdiction over mo-
torcyclist safety issues or by a nation-
ally recognized motorcycle safety orga-
nization with certification capability; 
and 

(iv) Use quality control procedures to 
assess motorcycle rider training 
courses and instructor training courses 
conducted in the State. 

(2) To demonstrate compliance with 
this criterion, the State shall submit— 

(i) A copy of the official State docu-
ment (e.g., law, regulation, binding pol-
icy directive, letter from the Governor) 
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identifying the designated State au-
thority over motorcyclist safety issues; 

(ii) Document(s) demonstrating that 
the training curriculum is approved by 
the designated State authority having 
jurisdiction over motorcyclist safety 
issues and includes a formal program of 
instruction in crash avoidance and 
other safety-oriented operational skills 
for both in-class and on-the-motorcycle 
training to motorcyclists; 

(iii) Either: 
(A) A list of the counties or political 

subdivisions in the State, noting in 
which counties or political subdivisions 
and when motorcycle rider training 
courses were offered in the 12 months 
preceding the due date of the grant ap-
plication, if the State seeks to qualify 
under this criterion by showing that it 
offers at least one motorcycle rider 
training course in a majority of coun-
ties or political subdivisions in the 
State; or 

(B) A list of the counties or political 
subdivisions in the State, noting in 
which counties or political subdivisions 
and when motorcycle rider training 
courses were offered in the 12 months 
preceding the due date of the grant ap-
plication and the corresponding num-
ber of registered motorcycles in each 
county or political subdivision accord-
ing to official State motor vehicle 
records, if the State seeks to qualify 
under this criterion by showing that it 
offers at least one motorcycle rider 
training course in counties or political 
subdivisions that account for a major-
ity of the State’s registered motor-
cycles; 

(iv) Document(s) demonstrating that 
the State uses motorcycle rider train-
ing instructors to teach the curriculum 
who are certified by the designated 
State authority having jurisdiction 
over motorcyclist safety issues or by a 
nationally recognized motorcycle safe-
ty organization with certification ca-
pability; and 

(v) A brief description of the quality 
control procedures to assess motor-
cycle rider training courses and in-
structor training courses used in the 
State (e.g., conducting site visits, gath-
ering student feedback) and the actions 
taken to improve the courses based on 
the information collected. 

(f) Motorcyclist awareness program. (1) 
To satisfy this criterion, a State shall 
have an effective statewide program to 
enhance motorist awareness of the 
presence of motorcyclists on or near 
roadways and safe driving practices 
that avoid injuries to motorcyclists. 
The program shall— 

(i) Be developed by, or in coordina-
tion with, the designated State author-
ity having jurisdiction over motorcy-
clist safety issues; 

(ii) Use State data to identify and 
prioritize the State’s motorcyclist 
awareness problem areas; 

(iii) Encourage collaboration among 
agencies and organizations responsible 
for, or impacted by, motorcycle safety 
issues; and 

(iv) Incorporate a strategic commu-
nications plan that— 

(A) Supports the State’s overall safe-
ty policy and countermeasure program; 

(B) Is designed, at a minimum, to 
educate motorists in those jurisdic-
tions where the incidence of motor-
cycle crashes is highest or in those ju-
risdictions that account for a majority 
of the State’s registered motorcycles; 

(C) Includes marketing and edu-
cational efforts to enhance motorcy-
clist awareness; and 

(D) Uses a mix of communication 
mechanisms to draw attention to the 
problem. 

(2) To demonstrate compliance with 
this criterion, the State shall submit— 

(i) A copy of the State document 
identifying the designated State au-
thority having jurisdiction over motor-
cyclist safety issues; 

(ii) A letter from the Governor’s 
Highway Safety Representative stating 
that the State’s motorcyclist aware-
ness program was developed by or in 
coordination with the designated State 
authority having jurisdiction over mo-
torcyclist safety issues; 

(iii) Data used to identify and 
prioritize the State’s motorcycle safety 
problem areas, including either— 

(A) A list of counties or political sub-
divisions in the State ranked in order 
of the highest to lowest number of mo-
torcycle crashes per county or political 
subdivision, if the State seeks to qual-
ify under this criterion by showing 
that it identifies and prioritizes the 
State’s motorcycle safety problem 

VerDate Mar<15>2010 09:47 Jun 18, 2014 Jkt 232081 PO 00000 Frm 00534 Fmt 8010 Sfmt 8010 Y:\SGML\232081.XXX 232081pm
an

gr
um

 o
n 

D
S

K
3V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
F

R



525 

NHTSA and FHWA, DOT § 1200.25 

areas based on motorcycle crashes. 
Such data shall be from the most re-
cent calendar year for which final 
State crash data is available, but data 
no older than two calendar years prior 
to the application due date (e.g., for a 
grant application submitted on July 1, 
2013, a State shall provide calendar 
year 2012 data, if available, and may 
not provide data older than calendar 
year 2011); or 

(B) A list of counties or political sub-
divisions in the State and the cor-
responding number of registered mo-
torcycles for each county or political 
subdivision according to official State 
motor vehicle records, if the State 
seeks to qualify under this criterion by 
showing that it identifies and 
prioritizes the State’s motorcycle safe-
ty problem areas based on motorcycle 
registrations; 

(iv) A brief description of how the 
State has achieved collaboration 
among agencies and organizations re-
sponsible for, or impacted by, motor-
cycle safety issues; and 

(v) A copy of the strategic commu-
nications plan showing that it— 

(A) Supports the State’s overall safe-
ty policy and countermeasure program; 

(B) Is designed to educate motorists 
in those jurisdictions where the inci-
dence of motorcycle crashes is highest 
(i.e., the majority of counties or polit-
ical subdivisions in the State with the 
highest numbers of motorcycle crash-
es) or is designed to educate motorists 
in those jurisdictions that account for 
a majority of the State’s registered 
motorcycles (i.e., the counties or polit-
ical subdivisions that account for a 
majority of the State’s registered mo-
torcycles as evidenced by State motor 
vehicle records); 

(C) Includes marketing and edu-
cational efforts to enhance motorcy-
clist awareness; and 

(D) Uses a mix of communication 
mechanisms to draw attention to the 
problem (e.g., newspapers, billboard ad-
vertisements, email, posters, flyers, 
mini-planners, or instructor-led train-
ing sessions). 

(g) Reduction of fatalities and crashes 
involving motorcycles. (1) To satisfy this 
criterion, a State shall demonstrate a 
reduction for the preceding calendar 
year in the number of motorcyclist fa-

talities and in the rate of motor vehi-
cle crashes involving motorcycles in 
the State (expressed as a function of 
10,000 registered motorcycle registra-
tions), as computed by NHTSA. The 
State shall— 

(i) Experience a reduction of at least 
one in the number of motorcyclist fa-
talities for the most recent calendar 
year for which final FARS data is 
available as compared to the final 
FARS data for the calendar year imme-
diately prior to that year; and 

(ii) Based on State crash data ex-
pressed as a function of 10,000 motor-
cycle registrations (using FHWA mo-
torcycle registration data), experience 
at least a whole number reduction in 
the rate of crashes involving motor-
cycles for the most recent calendar 
year for which final State crash data is 
available, but data no older than two 
calendar years prior to the application 
due date, as compared to the calendar 
year immediately prior to that year. 

(2) To demonstrate compliance with 
this criterion, the State shall submit— 

(i) State data showing the total num-
ber of motor vehicle crashes involving 
motorcycles in the State for the most 
recent calendar year for which final 
State crash data is available, but data 
no older than two calendar years prior 
to the application due date and the 
same type of data for the calendar year 
immediately prior to that year (e.g., 
for a grant application submitted on 
July 1, 2013, the State shall submit cal-
endar year 2012 data and 2011 data, if 
both data are available, and may not 
provide data older than calendar year 
2011 and 2010, to determine the rate); 
and 

(ii) A description of the State’s meth-
ods for collecting and analyzing data 
submitted in paragraph (g)(2)(i) of this 
section, including a description of the 
State’s efforts to make reporting of 
motor vehicle crashes involving motor-
cycles as complete as possible. 

(h) Impaired driving program. (1) To 
satisfy this criterion, a State shall im-
plement a statewide program to reduce 
impaired driving, including specific 
measures to reduce impaired motor-
cycle operation. The program shall— 

(i) Use State data to identify and 
prioritize the State’s impaired driving 
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and impaired motorcycle operation 
problem areas; and 

(ii) Include specific countermeasures 
to reduce impaired motorcycle oper-
ation with strategies designed to reach 
motorcyclists and motorists in those 
jurisdictions where the incidence of 
motorcycle crashes involving an im-
paired operator is highest. 

(2) To demonstrate compliance with 
this criterion, the State shall submit— 

(i) State data used to identify and 
prioritize the State’s impaired driving 
and impaired motorcycle operation 
problem areas, including a list of coun-
ties or political subdivisions in the 
State ranked in order of the highest to 
lowest number of motorcycle crashes 
involving an impaired operator per 
county or political subdivision. Such 
data shall be from the most recent cal-
endar year for which final State crash 
data is available, but data no older 
than two calendar years prior to the 
application due date (e.g., for a grant 
application submitted on July 1, 2013, a 
State shall provide calendar year 2012 
data, if available, and may not provide 
data older than calendar year 2011); 

(ii) A detailed description of the 
State’s impaired driving program as 
implemented, including a description 
of each countermeasure established 
and proposed by the State to reduce 
impaired motorcycle operation, the 
amount of funds allotted or proposed 
for each countermeasure and a descrip-
tion of its specific strategies that are 
designed to reach motorcyclists and 
motorists in those jurisdictions where 
the incidence of motorcycle crashes in-
volving an impaired operator is highest 
(i.e., the majority of counties or polit-
ical subdivisions in the State with the 
highest numbers of motorcycle crashes 
involving an impaired operator); and 

(iii) The legal citation(s) to the State 
statute or regulation defining impair-
ment. (A State is not eligible for a 
grant under this criterion if its legal 
alcohol-impairment level exceeds .08 
BAC.) 

(i) Reduction of fatalities and accidents 
involving impaired motorcyclists. (1) To 
satisfy this criterion, a State shall 
demonstrate a reduction for the pre-
ceding calendar year in the number of 
fatalities and in the rate of reported 
crashes involving alcohol-impaired and 

drug-impaired motorcycle operators 
(expressed as a function of 10,000 mo-
torcycle registrations), as computed by 
NHTSA. The State shall— 

(i) Experience a reduction of at least 
one in the number of fatalities involv-
ing alcohol-and drug-impaired motor-
cycle operators for the most recent cal-
endar year for which final FARS data 
is available as compared to the final 
FARS data for the calendar year imme-
diately prior to that year; and 

(ii) Based on State crash data ex-
pressed as a function of 10,000 motor-
cycle registrations (using FHWA mo-
torcycle registration data), experience 
at least a whole number reduction in 
the rate of reported crashes involving 
alcohol-and drug-impaired motorcycle 
operators for the most recent calendar 
year for which final State crash data is 
available, but data no older than two 
calendar years prior to the application 
due date, as compared to the calendar 
year immediately prior to that year. 

(2) To demonstrate compliance with 
this criterion, the State shall submit— 

(i) State data showing the total num-
ber of reported crashes involving 
alcohol- and drug-impaired motorcycle 
operators in the State for the most re-
cent calendar year for which final 
State crash data is available, but data 
no older than two calendar years prior 
to the application due date and the 
same type of data for the calendar year 
immediately prior to that year (e.g., 
for a grant application submitted on 
July 1, 2013, the State shall submit cal-
endar year 2012 and 2011 data, if both 
data are available, and may not pro-
vide data older than calendar year 2011 
and 2010, to determine the rate); and 

(ii) A description of the State’s meth-
ods for collecting and analyzing data 
submitted in paragraph (i)(2)(i) of this 
section, including a description of the 
State’s efforts to make reporting of 
crashes involving alcohol-impaired and 
drug-impaired motorcycle operators as 
complete as possible; and 

(iii) The legal citation(s) to the State 
statute or regulation defining alcohol- 
impaired and drug-impairment. (A 
State is not eligible for a grant under 
this criterion if its legal alcohol-im-
pairment level exceeds .08 BAC.) 
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(j) Use of fees collected from motorcy-
clists for motorcycle programs. (1) To sat-
isfy this criterion, a State shall have a 
process under which all fees collected 
by the State from motorcyclists for the 
purposes of funding motorcycle train-
ing and safety programs are used for 
motorcycle training and safety pro-
grams. A State may qualify under this 
criterion as either a Law State or a 
Data State. 

(i) A Law State is a State that has a 
statute or regulation requiring that all 
fees collected by the State from motor-
cyclists for the purposes of funding mo-
torcycle training and safety programs 
are to be used for motorcycle training 
and safety programs. 

(ii) A Data State is a State that does 
not have a statute or regulation requir-
ing that all fees collected by the State 
from motorcyclists for the purposes of 
funding motorcycle training and safety 
programs are to be used for motorcycle 
training and safety programs but can 
show through data and/or documenta-
tion from official records that all fees 
collected by the State from motorcy-
clists for the purposes of funding mo-
torcycle training and safety programs 
were, in fact, used for motorcycle 
training and safety programs, without 
diversion. 

(2)(i) To demonstrate compliance as a 
Law State, the State shall submit the 
legal citation(s) to the statute or regu-
lation requiring that all fees collected 
by the State from motorcyclists for the 
purposes of funding motorcycle train-
ing and safety programs are to be used 
for motorcycle training and safety pro-
grams and the legal citation(s) to the 
State’s current fiscal year appropria-
tion (or preceding fiscal year appro-
priation, if the State has not enacted a 
law at the time of the State’s applica-
tion) appropriating all such fees to mo-
torcycle training and safety programs. 

(ii) To demonstrate compliance as a 
Data State, a State shall submit data 
or documentation from official records 
from the previous State fiscal year 
showing that all fees collected by the 
State from motorcyclists for the pur-
poses of funding motorcycle training 
and safety programs were, in fact, used 
for motorcycle training and safety pro-
grams. Such data or documentation 
shall show that revenues collected for 

the purposes of funding motorcycle 
training and safety programs were 
placed into a distinct account and ex-
pended only for motorcycle training 
and safety programs. 

(k) Award limitation. A grant awarded 
under the procedures described in 
§ 1200.20(e)(1) may not exceed the 
amount of a grant made to State for 
fiscal year 2003 under 23 U.S.C. 402. 

(l) Use of grant funds. (1) Eligible uses. 
A State may use grant funds awarded 
under this section for motorcyclist 
safety training and motorcyclist 
awareness programs, including— 

(i) Improvements to motorcyclist 
safety training curricula; 

(ii) Improvements in program deliv-
ery of motorcycle training to both 
urban and rural areas, including— 

(A) Procurement or repair of practice 
motorcycles; 

(B) Instructional materials; 
(C) Mobile training units; and 
(D) Leasing or purchasing facilities 

for closed-course motorcycle skill 
training; 

(iii) Measures designed to increase 
the recruitment or retention of motor-
cyclist safety training instructors; and 

(iv) Public awareness, public service 
announcements, and other outreach 
programs to enhance driver awareness 
of motorcyclists, such as the ‘‘share- 
the-road’’ safety messages developed 
using Share-the-Road model language 
available on NHTSA’s Web site at 
http://www.trafficsafetymarketing.gov. 

(2) Suballocation of funds. A State 
that receives a grant under this section 
may suballocate funds from the grant 
to a nonprofit organization incor-
porated in that State to carry out 
grant activities under this section. 

§ 1200.26 State graduated driver li-
censing incentive grants. 

(a) Purpose. This section establishes 
criteria, in accordance with 23 U.S.C. 
405(g), for awarding grants to States 
that adopt and implement graduated 
driver’s licensing laws that require 
novice drivers younger than 21 years of 
age to comply with a 2-stage licensing 
process prior to receiving a full driver’s 
license. 

(b) Definitions. As used in this sec-
tion— 
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